N R AT s _ 2P AR A P E 4
=g P‘f Figure 6.4-1 A

g }, } -..._,- Bakersfield to Sylmar Alignment and Potentlal Station Optlons
S {1 i jﬂ:;_.-r#u- Y Eodes /- e

manel I I'f"“f«'r‘ . "" s i
B

£ —

F

I-5 <=3.5%

Figure 3.13-2. ETET |
HST Design Options— L SAN JOAUIN
Major Fault Crossings VALLEY

Tehachapi Mountains—
Bakersfield to Los Angeles

ANTELOPE
VALLEY




61

7 ;'! Sylmar to Los Angeles Alignment and Potential Station Options
- - # : PR - gy

. Z
I’Sﬁy- s
e :
B LLT NN Sime” S Bl
g N Sylmar Metrolink|

-




Sylmar Metrolink| |
Al ——

QORI L == g g e 7E g e
= . - - e
:f Figure 6.4-2 |

’ﬂ Sylmar to Los Angeles Alignment and Potential Station Options

~ 7 gz 5 g “,j,

5 - o

~4 Existing Union Station -
Union Station South (Thro A 7 '|' _:: / /
] LA River East .-
i - <
Sl
/_’DT?‘M_ e ¢
,'lr e, {!,r 25 e
i i r r s - Y]

Figure 6.6-2
 Los Angeles to Anaheim/Irvine Alignment and Potential Station Options
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